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my good friend and a member of the 
committee. 

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
1471, the FEMA Disaster Assistance Re-
form Act, and I thank the chairman 
and ranking member for their fine 
work. 

The bill contains a bipartisan provi-
sion which I had the honor of working 
on with my friend and colleague from 
Florida, Congressman DAN WEBSTER. 

As Floridians, we know hurricanes. 
In 2004 and 2005, Charley, Frances, 
Jeanne, Wilma, and Katrina tore 
through our State, leaving families 
stranded and property damaged. Trees 
crashed to the ground, ripping power 
lines and blocking flooded streets. 
Water systems were compromised. 

Our local governments did a miracu-
lous job cleaning debris from public 
ways, fixing broken infrastructure, and 
getting life back to normal. It takes a 
lot to get this done. 

When hurricanes strike, communities 
are ravaged and so are their budgets. 
So I want to thank FEMA for the fund-
ing assistance it provided Florida at a 
time of great stress and need. 

Now FEMA is asking some of our cit-
ies and counties to pay back money 
that they were given for disaster relief 
projects that were approved more than 
10 years ago. 

But here is the thing. There is no 
question that FEMA should do respon-
sible audits of its relief payments to 
make sure that money was used prop-
erly. But unless there is fraud, the 
process should not be an endless jour-
ney into the Federal bureaucracy. 

Our local governments, unlike the 
Federal Government, have to balance 
their budgets. They can’t afford to wait 
5, 10, or an infinite number of years for 
FEMA to do its assessment, especially 
when millions of dollars are at stake. 

Simply said, the current practice un-
fairly stymies our local governments’ 
ability to plan their future budgets. 
This legislation will make sure that 
the process is more balanced, giving 
FEMA adequate time to review its 
grant payments while allowing for fi-
nancial security to local governments. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
very good legislation. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. GRAVES), who spent a lot of 
time and worked very hard to make 
this bill better. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, the reality, as the gen-
tleman from Indiana noted earlier, is 
that we are going to have disasters and 
we are going to spend funds responding 
to those disasters. 

The problem with the United States 
disaster management policy is that it 
is backward. It is entirely reactive. 
Rather than going in before a disaster 
happens and making areas more resil-
ient, making our ecosytem more resil-

ient, making our economy more resil-
ient, we are dead set on this process of 
coming in after disasters and spending 
exponentially more dollars. 

The ranking member referenced a 
few figures a little while ago. He ref-
erenced a figure of a CBO study indi-
cating that, for every $1 we invest in 
the right type of hazard mitigation, we 
save $3 in disaster response cost. 

There was another study that FEMA 
did. For every $1 we invest, we have $4 
in cost savings. I think, Mr. Speaker, 
with the right criteria, you actually 
even save more. 

Now, we are challenged as a Nation 
right now because the agency that is 
primarily responsible for making our 
communities more resilient is the U.S. 
Army Corps Engineers, which, unfortu-
nately, Mr. Speaker, is stuck on stupid. 

What we have seen over the last sev-
eral years is, rather than trying to fix 
that, we have seen other agencies com-
ing up being granting agencies. We 
have seen FEMA. This year we have 
seen the Department of the Interior in 
the President’s budget. In the recent 
years, we have seen HUD. 

Rather than fixing the problem, we 
are just trying to go around it and put 
more granting agencies out there. It is 
creating a disparate approach, an ap-
proach that is not coordinated and an 
approach that is going to result in 
more taxpayers’ funds being spent on 
the wrong projects, the wrong prior-
ities, rather than being proactive. This 
bill addresses that, Mr. Speaker. 

This bill actually incudes a provision 
that has FEMA begin developing a co-
ordinated, proactive approach to how 
we mitigate or reduce vulnerabilities 
from disasters. 

In the last several years, in my home 
State of Louisiana, we have seen ex-
traordinary disasters, whether it is 
Hurricanes Katrina and Rita in 2005 or 
Hurricanes Gustav and Ike in 2008. 

We had the Deepwater Horizon oil 
spill in 2011. In 2012, we had Hurricane 
Isaac. In 2011 and again this year, we 
saw record-high water on the Mis-
sissippi River system causing flooding. 

We are going to spend dollars. We 
have got to spend them in the right 
and principled places. 

This bill does a number of things 
that are important. Number one, it 
eliminates bureaucracy and helps to 
streamline the process of getting dol-
lars on the ground to some of our im-
portant impacted areas. 

We have seen where this bill comes in 
and it actually changes criteria, where 
severely impacted local communities, 
like in Louisiana, where we just saw 
St. John Parish, Ascension Parish, Liv-
ingston Parish, the area of Kenner, and 
St. James Parish experience extraor-
dinary impacts from tornadoes. Those 
areas actually could potentially qual-
ify for Federal disaster because of the 
severe impacts in some of these limited 
areas. 

Most importantly, Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank the ranking member and 
the chairman for working with us on a 

provision that prevents FEMA from 
being able to move the goalpost on us, 
being able to come and change condi-
tions after a grant is made that could 
result in homeowners having to pay 
back absurd amounts of money when 
they followed the criteria and followed 
the commitments when they entered 
into these grant agreements. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill goes a long 
way. I want to continue working with 
the leaders of this bill on these zones, 
on duplication of efforts, and other 
things. But I will say it again, Mr. 
Speaker: we are going to spend the 
money one way or another. We need to 
spend it in a principled manner. 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
commend my colleagues for passing H.R. 
1471, the FEMA Disaster Assistance Reform 
Act of 2015. This important legislation author-
izes appropriations for the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency for FY2016–FY2018 for 
management and administration. It also, di-
rects FEMA, through the National Advisory 
Council, to undertake and report on a com-
prehensive study of disaster costs and losses. 

H.R. 1471 includes provisions that I intro-
duced that extends the authority of FEMA’s 
Administrator to waive debts associated with 
an overpayment of individual assistance, so 
long as the overpayment was not a result of 
fraud. 

This issue received national attention when 
about 30 residents at the Belle Harbor Manor, 
an assisted living facility in my district, re-
ceived collection notices related to assistance 
provided by FEMA in the aftermath of Super 
Storm Sandy. FEMA’s Administrator, Craig 
Fugate, later cancelled their debts. However, 
he is limited in canceling the debts of others 
who are in the exact same situation. 

H.R. 1471 fixes this and provides FEMA’s 
Administrator with expanded authority to waive 
debts of thousands of Super Storm Sandy sur-
vivors, as well as the debts incurred as a re-
sult of future natural disasters. 

I want to thank my colleagues, Representa-
tive LOU BARLETTA and Representative PETER 
DEFAZIO, for their assistance in developing this 
language. I would also like to thank New York 
State Assemblyman Phillip Goldfeder for his 
tireless advocacy on behalf of Super Storm 
Sandy victims. It is my hope that this measure 
will receive speedy passage in the Senate so 
it can be signed by President Obama, and 
survivors of Super Storm Sandy can finally re-
cover for this horrific act of God. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
BARLETTA) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1471, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

NUCLEAR ENERGY INNOVATION 
CAPABILITIES ACT 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
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bill (H.R. 4084) to enable civilian re-
search and development of advanced 
nuclear energy technologies by private 
and public institutions and to expand 
theoretical and practical knowledge of 
nuclear physics, chemistry, and mate-
rials science, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4084 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Nuclear En-
ergy Innovation Capabilities Act’’. 
SEC. 2. NUCLEAR ENERGY. 

Section 951 of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16271) is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘SEC. 951. NUCLEAR ENERGY. 

‘‘(a) MISSION.—The Secretary shall conduct 
programs of civilian nuclear research, devel-
opment, demonstration, and commercial ap-
plication, including activities in this sub-
title. Such programs shall take into consid-
eration the following objectives: 

‘‘(1) Providing research infrastructure to 
promote scientific progress and enable users 
from academia, the National Laboratories, 
and the private sector to make scientific dis-
coveries relevant for nuclear, chemical, and 
materials science engineering. 

‘‘(2) Maintaining National Laboratory and 
university nuclear energy research and de-
velopment programs, including their infra-
structure. 

‘‘(3) Providing the technical means to re-
duce the likelihood of nuclear weapons pro-
liferation and increasing confidence margins 
for public safety of nuclear energy systems. 

‘‘(4) Reducing the environmental impact of 
nuclear energy related activities. 

‘‘(5) Supporting technology transfer from 
the National Laboratories to the private sec-
tor. 

‘‘(6) Enabling the private sector to partner 
with the National Laboratories to dem-
onstrate novel reactor concepts for the pur-
pose of resolving technical uncertainty asso-
ciated with the aforementioned objectives in 
this subsection. 

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this subtitle: 
‘‘(1) ADVANCED FISSION REACTOR.—The term 

‘advanced fission reactor’ means a nuclear 
fission reactor with significant improve-
ments over the most recent generation of nu-
clear reactors, which may include inherent 
safety features, lower waste yields, greater 
fuel utilization, superior reliability, resist-
ance to proliferation, and increased thermal 
efficiency. 

‘‘(2) FAST NEUTRON.—The term ‘fast neu-
tron’ means a neutron with kinetic energy 
above 100 kiloelectron volts. 

‘‘(3) NATIONAL LABORATORY.—The term ‘Na-
tional Laboratory’ has the meaning given 
that term in paragraph (3) of section 2, ex-
cept that with respect to subparagraphs (G), 
(H), and (N) of such paragraph, for purposes 
of this subtitle the term includes only the ci-
vilian activities thereof. 

‘‘(4) NEUTRON FLUX.—The term ‘neutron 
flux’ means the intensity of neutron radi-
ation measured as a rate of flow of neutrons 
applied over an area. 

‘‘(5) NEUTRON SOURCE.—The term ‘neutron 
source’ means a research machine that pro-
vides neutron irradiation services for re-
search on materials sciences and nuclear 
physics as well as testing of advanced mate-
rials, nuclear fuels, and other related compo-
nents for reactor systems. 

‘‘(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
the Congress that nuclear energy, through 

fission or fusion, represents the highest en-
ergy density of any known attainable source 
and yields zero air emissions. This energy 
source is of national importance to scientific 
progress, national security, electricity gen-
eration, heat generation for industrial appli-
cations, and space exploration. Considering 
the inherent complexity and regulatory bur-
den associated with this area of science, the 
Department should focus its civilian nuclear 
research and development activities towards 
programs that enable the private sector, Na-
tional Laboratories, and universities to 
carry out such experiments as are necessary 
to promote scientific progress and enhance 
practical knowledge of nuclear engineer-
ing.’’. 
SEC. 3. NUCLEAR ENERGY RESEARCH PRO-

GRAMS. 
Section 952 of the Energy Policy Act of 

2005 (42 U.S.C. 16272) is amended— 
(1) by striking subsection (c); and 
(2) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) 

as subsections (c) and (d), respectively. 
SEC. 4. ADVANCED FUEL CYCLE INITIATIVE. 

Section 953(a) of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16273(a)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘, acting through the Director of the Of-
fice of Nuclear Energy, Science and Tech-
nology,’’. 
SEC. 5. UNIVERSITY NUCLEAR SCIENCE AND EN-

GINEERING SUPPORT. 
Section 954(d)(4) of the Energy Policy Act 

of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16274(d)(4)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘as part of a taking into consider-
ation effort that emphasizes’’ and inserting 
‘‘that emphasize’’. 
SEC. 6. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY CIVILIAN NU-

CLEAR INFRASTRUCTURE AND FA-
CILITIES. 

Section 955 of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16275) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsections (c) and (d); and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(c) VERSATILE NEUTRON SOURCE.— 
‘‘(1) MISSION NEED.—Not later than Decem-

ber 31, 2016, the Secretary shall determine 
the mission need for a versatile reactor- 
based fast neutron source, which shall oper-
ate as a national user facility. During this 
process, the Secretary shall consult with the 
private sector, universities, National Lab-
oratories, and relevant Federal agencies to 
ensure that this user facility will meet the 
research needs of the largest possible major-
ity of prospective users. 

‘‘(2) ESTABLISHMENT.—Upon the determina-
tion of mission need made under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall, as expeditiously as 
possible, provide to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
a detailed plan for the establishment of the 
user facility. 

‘‘(3) FACILITY REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(A) CAPABILITIES.—The Secretary shall 

ensure that this user facility will provide, at 
a minimum, the following capabilities: 

‘‘(i) Fast neutron spectrum irradiation ca-
pability. 

‘‘(ii) Capacity for upgrades to accommo-
date new or expanded research needs. 

‘‘(B) CONSIDERATIONS.—In carrying out the 
plan provided under paragraph (2), the Sec-
retary shall consider the following: 

‘‘(i) Capabilities that support experimental 
high-temperature testing. 

‘‘(ii) Providing a source of fast neutrons at 
a neutron flux, higher than that at which 
current research facilities operate, sufficient 
to enable research for an optimal base of pro-
spective users. 

‘‘(iii) Maximizing irradiation flexibility 
and irradiation volume to accommodate as 
many concurrent users as possible. 

‘‘(iv) Capabilities for irradiation with neu-
trons of a lower energy spectrum. 

‘‘(v) Multiple loops for fuels and materials 
testing in different coolants. 

‘‘(vi) Additional pre-irradiation and post- 
irradiation examination capabilities. 

‘‘(vii) Lifetime operating costs and 
lifecycle costs. 

‘‘(4) REPORTING PROGRESS.—The Depart-
ment shall, in its annual budget requests, 
provide an explanation for any delay in its 
progress and otherwise make every effort to 
complete construction and approve the start 
of operations for this facility by December 
31, 2025. 

‘‘(5) COORDINATION.—The Secretary shall 
leverage the best practices for management, 
construction, and operation of national user 
facilities from the Office of Science.’’. 
SEC. 7. SECURITY OF NUCLEAR FACILITIES. 

Section 956 of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16276) is amended by striking 
‘‘, acting through the Director of the Office 
of Nuclear Energy, Science and Tech-
nology,’’. 
SEC. 8. HIGH-PERFORMANCE COMPUTATION AND 

SUPPORTIVE RESEARCH. 

Section 957 of the Energy Policy Act of 
2005 (42 U.S.C. 16277) is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘SEC. 957. HIGH-PERFORMANCE COMPUTATION 

AND SUPPORTIVE RESEARCH. 

‘‘(a) MODELING AND SIMULATION.—The Sec-
retary shall carry out a program to enhance 
the Nation’s capabilities to develop new re-
actor technologies through high-perform-
ance computation modeling and simulation 
techniques. This program shall coordinate 
with relevant Federal agencies through the 
National Strategic Computing Initiative cre-
ated under Executive Order 13702 (July 29, 
2015) while taking into account the following 
objectives: 

‘‘(1) Utilizing expertise from the private 
sector, universities, and National Labora-
tories to develop computational software and 
capabilities that prospective users may ac-
cess to accelerate research and development 
of advanced fission reactor systems, nuclear 
fusion systems, and reactor systems for 
space exploration. 

‘‘(2) Developing computational tools to 
simulate and predict nuclear phenomena 
that may be validated through physical ex-
perimentation. 

‘‘(3) Increasing the utility of the Depart-
ment’s research infrastructure by coordi-
nating with the Advanced Scientific Com-
puting Research program within the Office of 
Science. 

‘‘(4) Leveraging experience from the En-
ergy Innovation Hub for Modeling and Sim-
ulation. 

‘‘(5) Ensuring that new experimental and 
computational tools are accessible to rel-
evant research communities. 

‘‘(b) SUPPORTIVE RESEARCH ACTIVITIES.— 
The Secretary shall consider support for ad-
ditional research activities to maximize the 
utility of its research facilities, including 
physical processes to simulate degradation 
of materials and behavior of fuel forms and 
for validation of computational tools.’’. 
SEC. 9. ENABLING NUCLEAR ENERGY INNOVA-

TION. 

Subtitle E of title IX of the Energy Policy 
Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16271 et seq.) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 958. ENABLING NUCLEAR ENERGY INNOVA-

TION. 

‘‘(a) NATIONAL REACTOR INNOVATION CEN-
TER.—The Secretary shall carry out a pro-
gram to enable the testing and demonstra-
tion of reactor concepts to be proposed and 
funded by the private sector. The Secretary 
shall leverage the technical expertise of rel-
evant Federal agencies and National Labora-
tories in order to minimize the time required 
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to enable construction and operation of pri-
vately funded experimental reactors at Na-
tional Laboratories or other Department- 
owned sites while ensuring reasonable safety 
for persons working within these sites. Such 
reactors shall operate to meet the following 
objectives: 

‘‘(1) Enabling physical validation of novel 
reactor concepts. 

‘‘(2) Resolving technical uncertainty and 
increasing practical knowledge relevant to 
safety, resilience, security, and functionality 
of first-of-a-kind reactor concepts. 

‘‘(3) General research and development to 
improve nascent technologies. 

‘‘(b) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Not later 
than 180 days after the date of enactment of 
the Nuclear Energy Innovation Capabilities 
Act, the Secretary, in consultation with the 
National Laboratories, relevant Federal 
agencies, and other stakeholders, shall 
transmit to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources of the Senate a report 
assessing the Department’s capabilities to 
authorize, host, and oversee privately funded 
fusion and advanced fission experimental re-
actors as described under subsection (a). The 
report shall address the following: 

‘‘(1) The Department’s safety review and 
oversight capabilities, including options to 
leverage expertise from the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission and National Labora-
tories. 

‘‘(2) Potential sites capable of hosting ac-
tivities described under subsection (a). 

‘‘(3) The efficacy of the Department’s 
available contractual mechanisms to partner 
with the private sector and Federal agencies, 
including cooperative research and develop-
ment agreements, strategic partnership 
projects, and agreements for commer-
cializing technology. 

‘‘(4) Potential cost structures related to 
physical security, decommissioning, liabil-
ity, and other long-term project costs. 

‘‘(5) Other challenges or considerations 
identified by the Secretary.’’. 
SEC. 10. BUDGET PLAN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle E of title IX of 
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 16271 
et seq.) is further amended by adding at the 
end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 959. BUDGET PLAN. 

‘‘Not later than 12 months after the date of 
enactment of the Nuclear Energy Innovation 
Capabilities Act, the Department shall 
transmit to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources of the Senate 2 alter-
native 10-year budget plans for civilian nu-
clear energy research and development by 
the Department. The first shall assume con-
stant annual funding for 10 years at the ap-
propriated level for the Department’s civil-
ian nuclear energy research and development 
for fiscal year 2016. The second shall be an 
unconstrained budget. The 2 plans shall in-
clude— 

‘‘(1) a prioritized list of the Department’s 
programs, projects, and activities to best 
support the development of next generation 
nuclear energy technology; 

‘‘(2) realistic budget requirements for the 
Department to implement sections 955(c), 
957, and 958 of this Act; and 

‘‘(3) the Department’s justification for con-
tinuing or terminating existing civilian nu-
clear energy research and development pro-
grams.’’. 

(b) REPORT ON FUSION INNOVATION.—Not 
later than six months after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of the De-
partment of Energy shall transmit to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-

nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources of the Senate a report that will iden-
tify engineering designs for innovative fu-
sion energy systems that have the potential 
to demonstrate net energy production not 
later than 15 years after the start of con-
struction. In this report, the Secretary will 
identify budgetary requirements that would 
be necessary for the Department to carry out 
a fusion innovation initiative to accelerate 
research and development of these designs. 
SEC. 11. CONFORMING AMENDMENTS. 

The table of contents for the Energy Pol-
icy Act of 2005 is amended by striking the 
item relating to section 957 and inserting the 
following: 
‘‘957. High-performance computation and 

supportive research. 
‘‘958. Enabling nuclear energy innovation. 
‘‘959. Budget plan.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. WEBER) and the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. BEYER) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
4084, the Nuclear Energy Innovation 
Capabilities Act. 

I want to thank Ranking Member 
JOHNSON and Chairman SMITH for co-
sponsoring this important legislation 
and for their leadership in advocating 
for nuclear energy research and devel-
opment. 

I am grateful for the opportunity to 
work with my fellow Texans to guide 
research that will keep America safe, 
globally competitive, and support nu-
clear innovation. I also want to thank 
my colleagues on the Science Com-
mittee who cosponsored H.R. 4084. 

Mr. Speaker, the Science Committee 
has spent over a year examining U.S. 
nuclear energy policy and preparation 
for this legislation. We have been hold-
ing hearings on supercomputing, ad-
vanced nuclear energy technology, the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, and 
the DOE Energy Innovation Hubs. 

Witnesses from the national labs, 
universities, and the private sector 
have all testified in support of the var-
ious reforms and policies outlined in 
this bill. 

We took our time developing this leg-
islation. By working together and lis-
tening to all the relevant stakeholders, 
we have developed broad bipartisan and 
bicameral support for this bill. 

We have worked with our colleagues 
in the Senate to develop companion 
legislation as well. Last month an 
amendment with the text of this legis-
lation passed, Mr. Speaker, with his-
toric overwhelming support in the Sen-
ate. 

For the first time in many years, the 
Nuclear Energy Innovation Capabili-
ties Act will provide updated statutory 
direction to the Department of Ener-
gy’s nuclear research activities to en-
sure that fundamental research is 
prioritized and precious resources are 
not wasted. 

This bill requires DOE to leverage its 
supercomputing infrastructure and use 
modeling and simulation capabilities 
to develop advanced fission and fusion 
reactors. 

The bill lays out a clear timeline and 
parameters for DOE to complete a re-
search reactor. A research reactor is a 
crucial part of ensuring materials and 
nuclear fuels R&D can take place in 
the United States. 

This type of research requires access 
to fast neutrons, which, unfortunately, 
are currently only available for civil-
ian research in Russia, Mr. Speaker. 

While modeling and simulation can 
accelerate R&D, nuclear energy must 
be validated through a physical source. 
The versatile neutron source under sec-
tion 6 of H.R. 4084 will provide the 
United States with that vital capa-
bility. 

b 1745 

This legislation also directs DOE to 
partner with the private sector to con-
struct and operate reactor prototypes 
at DOE National Labs. 

Nuclear reactors are expensive and 
highly regulated. Designing a first-of- 
a-kind reactor requires a blend of cre-
ative freedom for engineers to test new 
designs while ensuring safety through-
out the entire process. 

DOE sites, particularly the DOE Na-
tional Labs, can provide a unique envi-
ronment that safely allows for this 
kind of creative testing and develop-
ment for advanced nuclear technology, 
without a burdensome regulatory proc-
ess which slows progress to a crawl. 

DOE has fundamental authority to 
enter into these innovative research 
partnerships, but won’t have the con-
fidence to act without direction from 
Congress, which is provided in this leg-
islation, Mr. Speaker. 

America must maintain our nuclear 
capabilities and continue to develop 
cutting-edge technology right here at 
home. Without the direction provided 
in this bill, we will continue to fall fur-
ther and further behind, lose the abil-
ity to develop innovative nuclear tech-
nology, and be left importing reactor 
designs from overseas. 

Today, we have the best nuclear engi-
neers and manufacturing capacity in 
the world right here at home. We can’t 
put that expertise at risk, Mr. Speaker. 

Even more importantly, this bill will 
maintain America’s capability to influ-
ence security and proliferation stand-
ards around the world, as more devel-
oping nations look to nuclear energy to 
grow their economies. 

As a member of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee, I am constantly reminded 
of the need for American leadership in 
a dangerous world. H.R. 4084 reaffirms 
the United States’ commitment to 
safely advancing nuclear technology. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 
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Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 

of H.R. 4084, the Nuclear Energy Inno-
vation Capabilities Act. 

Currently in the United States, nu-
clear power produces about 20 percent 
of our Nation’s electrical supply, and 
that makes nuclear power the single 
largest carbon-free power source in the 
country. 

However, our current nuclear fleet is 
growing older. Many of the plants 
across our country are many decades 
old and rely upon nuclear technology 
that is even older. 

There have been substantial efforts 
in the past decade to move towards 
constructing new nuclear generating 
units with more modern designs. How-
ever, these efforts have had mixed re-
sults. 

There have been construction dif-
ficulties, regulatory hurdles, and fi-
nancing issues, all of which have con-
spired to delay the construction of new 
nuclear plants in America. 

Some of these hurdles, though, are 
unlikely to go away with our current 
technologies. The Three Mile Island, 
Chernobyl, and Fukushima nuclear ac-
cidents have repeatedly highlighted 
the necessity of ensuring our nuclear 
fleet runs as safely as possible. This 
has led to much of the cost and dif-
ficulty of building the new plants. 

I think the answer to these problems 
can be found in innovative new nuclear 
technologies. The Department of En-
ergy and many different companies in 
the private sector are working on new 
forms of nuclear energy generation 
that hold the promise of much more ef-
fective and much safer nuclear genera-
tion stations. 

Some of these technologies also ad-
dress the extremely important issue of 
the radioactive waste streams that 
plague our current generation of nu-
clear plants. 

H.R. 4084 takes several positive steps 
to help spur this innovation and deliver 
these very promising nuclear tech-
nologies to market. 

I also want to highlight one addi-
tional reason to support H.R. 4084. As 
the world makes commitments to 
move toward a lower carbon future, as 
evidenced by the Paris climate agree-
ment, it presents an opportunity to 
American Industry to supply low-car-
bon power platforms like nuclear 
power. 

This bill will keep our country on the 
forefront of nuclear power technology, 
and it is my hope it will empower 
American Industry to be the suppliers 
of the next generation of nuclear 
plants throughout the entire world. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank 
Congressman WEBER for sponsoring 
this legislation, and thank Science, 
Space, and Technology Committee 
Chairman SMITH and Ranking Member 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON for bringing 
this bill to the floor in such a bipar-
tisan manner. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve balance of my 
time. 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. I appreciate 
the gentleman’s kind remarks. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
LOUDERMILK). 

Mr. LOUDERMILK. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my colleague from Texas, Mr. 
WEBER, for his leadership on this im-
portant issue and for allowing me a few 
moments to speak on it. 

H.R. 4084 is a critical piece of legisla-
tion that will improve our Nation’s nu-
clear energy research and foster the de-
velopment of our next generation of 
nuclear reactors. 

Throughout our history, the United 
States has led the world in developing 
new nuclear technologies, and this bill 
provides the tools to help us to con-
tinue this leadership into the future. 

One of the many important provi-
sions of this bill is that it directs the 
Department of Energy, through its Na-
tional Laboratories, to develop new nu-
clear reactor concepts by partnering 
with the private sector. 

With a national population of 320 
million, and growing, we must be ag-
gressive in our pursuit of new nuclear 
breakthroughs in order to power our 
Nation’s future. 

As a Member of Congress from Geor-
gia, I understand the challenges of pro-
viding power to a rapidly growing pop-
ulation. Georgia’s population is ex-
pected to increase by almost 2 million 
over the next 10 years, and without 
clean, affordable, reliable nuclear 
power, the task of bringing electricity 
to these new residents would be 
daunting. 

The United States has not added any 
nuclear power generation for over 30 
years. However, today, new power units 
are being built at Plant Vogtle in Geor-
gia. These nuclear power generators 
will add the capacity to power 1 mil-
lion homes and businesses once they 
are completed. 

After visiting Plant Vogtle last year, 
I am confident that these new genera-
tors will reassure the country that nu-
clear power is safe, secure, and reliable, 
and will encourage the pursuit of fu-
ture nuclear technology break-
throughs. 

This bill is vital to the future of our 
Nation because it enables the private 
sector to utilize the research tools and 
resources at the DOE National Labs so 
scientists and engineers in the private 
sector can assist in the development of 
new nuclear technologies. Nuclear 
power generation that is clean, sus-
tainable, and safe, is what will power 
America’s homes and businesses for 
years to come. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. KNIGHT). 

Mr. KNIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Mr. WEBER and Mr. BEYER for their 
congenial work on this issue. 

I do rise today in support of H.R. 
4084, the Nuclear Energy Innovation 
Capabilities Act, as I am a cosponsor. 

Some of us believe a nuclear energy 
policy is important to the State of 
California, which is home to private 
companies and universities pursuing 
advanced nuclear technologies. 

I am proud to support this legislation 
because it would provide capabilities 
for our technology innovators to de-
velop new reactors that will yield 
amazing benefits to society through in-
creased resistance to proliferation, 
minimizing waste, and perhaps even 
consuming existing waste stockpiles. 

The possibilities are endless when we 
allow our engineers to creatively tack-
le the world’s challenges, and this is no 
different for nuclear energy. 

This is important because in my dis-
trict we have recently seen the issues 
that can arise when an area is depend-
ent on a single energy source. 

California is home to many of the 
companies seeking to partner with the 
DOE and benefit from our Nation’s un-
paralleled supercomputer capabilities. 
Leveraging the Department’s assets 
will help our domestic industry capture 
a significant share of a growing, multi-
billion-dollar industry. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
letters of support from Tri Alpha, a 
California-based fusion company, and 
UPower, a California-based advanced 
fission reactor company. 

TRI ALPHA ENERGY, 
February 24, 2016. 

Hon. LAMAR SMITH, 
Chairman, House Science, Space & Technology 

Committee, Washington, DC. 
Hon. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON, 
Ranking Member, House Science, Space & Tech-

nology Committee, Washington, DC. 
Hon. RANDY WEBER, 
Chairman, Energy Subcommittee, House 

Science, Space & Technology Committee, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN SMITH, RANKING MEMBER 
JOHNSON, and REPRESENTATIVE WEBER: Tri 
Alpha Energy is a fusion energy science re-
search company headquartered in Foothill 
Ranch, California. Our purpose is to deliver 
world-changing clean fusion energy for eco-
nomical, commercial power generation as 
fast as possible. Tri Alpha started as a re-
search project at the University of Cali-
fornia-Irvine in 1990. Today we have 150 em-
ployees, over 350 patents issued or pending, 
and are conducting experiments on a state of 
the art plasma generation device. 

We are writing to express support for your 
bill H.R. 4084, the Nuclear Energy Innovation 
Capabilities Act. Global market and environ-
mental conditions demand that new sources 
of clean, baseload electricity be developed. 
New nuclear designs hold tremendous prom-
ise as a sustainable and cost-competitive 
power solution, but the United States gov-
ernment must provide a favorable policy en-
vironment for the necessary technology de-
velopments to take place. 

H.R. 4084 would make several improve-
ments at the Department of Energy to help 
move advanced nuclear technology concepts, 
including fusion, out of the laboratory and 
toward commercialization. The Nuclear In-
novation Center, for example, would enable 
shorter development and permitting 
timelines by allowing private companies to 
work hand-in-hand with federal researchers 
and regulators on design validation. 

We commend you and your staff for recog-
nizing the enormous positive potential that 
advanced nuclear, including fusion, holds in 
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the United States and for offering thought-
ful, bipartisan legislation to move the indus-
try forward. We hope that H.R. 4084 will be 
offered for floor consideration soon and offer 
our support to help move the bill to final 
passage. We also look forward to working 
with your Committee on other fusion energy 
issues in the future. Please contact me with 
any questions. 

Sincerely, 
RICHARD C. BARTH, Ph.D., 

Senior Vice President, 
Government Rela-
tions, Tri Alpha En-
ergy. 

JANUARY 22, 2016. 
Hon. LAMAR SMITH, Chairman, 
Hon. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON, Ranking Mem-

ber, 
Hon. RANDY WEBER, Chairman, 
Subcommittee on Energy and the House Com-

mittee on Science, Space, and Technology. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN SMITH, RANKING MEMBER 

JOHNSON, CHAIRMAN WEBER, and SENATOR 
WHITEHOUSE, SENATOR BOOKER, and SENATOR 
RISCH: On behalf of UPower Technologies, I 
am writing to commend your bipartisan 
leadership and foresight regarding the cre-
ation and passage of H.R. 4084 and the Senate 
companion which compose the Nuclear En-
ergy Innovation Capabilities Act (the Act). 

UPower Technologies, Inc., soon to become 
Oklo, Inc., is a funded advanced reactor 
startup based in Silicon Valley. We believe 
that what is good for all advanced nuclear is 
what’s best for the individual companies as 
well, and in turn what is best for the indus-
try is best for the nation. Each entity in the 
advanced nuclear industry requires a high- 
functioning network of a diversity of compa-
nies, manufacturers, labs, suppliers, regu-
lators, investors, and other expertise in 
order to thrive. And the United States will 
require this home-grown industry to be an 
international leader in clean energy, to pro-
vide high-paying, long-term jobs, and to pro-
vide clean power in a safe and reliable man-
ner. Your commendable work on the Nuclear 
Innovation Capabilities Act will support 
these important U.S. goals. 

The Act is a start to look critically at po-
tential ways that the U.S. government can 
be more efficient both in utilizing its vast, 
existing investments in infrastructure and 
expertise, and in removing unreasonable 
blocks to American innovation. 

The Act begins to lay out an important 
framework and focus for the Department of 
Energy (DOE) regarding advanced nuclear, 
especially regarding its relationship to in-
dustry. While the DOE has many resources 
in place, such as a wealth of valuable ad-
vanced codes and computational resources, a 
congressional mandate to focus on making 
these resources more accessible, cost effec-
tive, and utilized could make both the DOE 
complex and the advanced reactor industry 
more vibrant. 

The Act also requires the DOE to consider 
locations for nuclear fueled advanced reactor 
testing. It will be critical as this process pro-
ceeds to ensure that locations for implemen-
tations are not limited among the various 
potential DOE sites and that fees and con-
tracting are in line with reasonable costs 
and not compensating for irrelevant or ex-
cessive overhead. 

The Act institutes a focus on having a fast 
reactor resource within the DOE complex. It 
will be a valuable asset to both the DOE and 
the industry. 

The laudable goal of the Act is to stream-
line U.S. technology development to com-
mercialization. As such, it will be critically 
important that the DOE work as seamlessly 
as possible with the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC) as far as providing data 

and allowing for the licensing activities re-
quired for commercialization, so that there 
need not be a duplication of nuclear-fueled 
implementations—possibly an exorbitant 
cost for any startup to survive. 

The Act also asks the NRC for a report on 
timeline expectations for advanced reactor 
licensing. From the perspective of current or 
future advanced nuclear startup companies, 
an official report on timelines creates better 
certainty for private investment. This is po-
tentially a very valuable provision to en-
courage private investment to further this 
relatively new U.S. industry. We also encour-
age continued dialog between the NRC, in-
dustry, and other stakeholders regarding 
how the regulatory process can benefit from 
significant advances in safety, further reduc-
ing uncertainty and accelerating deployment 
of safe, clean energy. 

In summary, we support H.R. 4084 and the 
accompanying Senate bill. We appreciate the 
focus it brings to key areas to utilize U.S. in-
vestments and infrastructure to enhance 
U.S. innovation in clean energy. We also 
look forward to future legislation which may 
add appropriation and clarification of public- 
private contracting to further enable Amer-
ican innovation. UPower Technologies 
stands ready to support these important ad-
vances in U.S. energy leadership. 

Sincerely, 
JACOB DEWITTE, 

CEO and founder, 
UPower Tech-
nologies, Inc. 
(changing to Oklo, 
Inc.), Sunnyvale, 
CA. 

Mr. BEYER. Mr. Speaker, having no 
further requests for time, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
how much time do I have left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas has 12 minutes re-
maining. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous material on H.R. 
4084, the bill now under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

H.R. 4084 is vital to ensuring Amer-
ica’s leadership in nuclear innovation. 
By harnessing the expertise of our Na-
tion’s National Labs, some of which we 
heard about today, its universities and 
entrepreneurs, the private sector can 
take the lead in developing 
groundbreaking advanced nuclear tech-
nology. 

I especially want to thank my col-
leagues on the Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee; of course, 
Ranking Member EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON; those who have also cosponsored 
the bill, including DAN LIPINSKI, BARRY 
LOUDERMILK, ED PERLMUTTER, BAR-
BARA COMSTOCK, PAUL TONKO, JIM 
BRIDENSTINE, BRIAN BABIN, DANA ROHR-
ABACHER, RANDY HULTGREN, BRUCE 
WESTERMAN, STEVE KNIGHT, BILL 
POSEY, FRANK LUCAS, RANDY NEUGE-

BAUER, and the gentleman from Vir-
ginia for his kind remarks. I also want 
to thank the dozens and dozens of re-
searchers and stakeholders who came 
in and provided feedback as we devel-
oped this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
a letter exchange between the Energy 
and Commerce Committee and the 
Science, Space, and Technology Com-
mittee on H.R. 4084. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE, 

Washington, DC, February 29, 2016. 
Hon. LAMAR SMITH, 
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and 

Technology, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN SMITH: I write in regard to 

H.R. 4084, the ‘‘Nuclear Energy Innovation 
Capabilities Act.’’ As you are aware, the bill 
was referred to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology, but the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce has a jurisdic-
tional interest in the bill. I wanted to notify 
you that the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce will forgo action on H.R. 4084 so that 
it may proceed expeditiously to the House 
floor for consideration. 

This is done with the understanding that 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce’s 
jurisdictional interests over this and similar 
legislation are in no way diminished or al-
tered. In addition, the Committee reserves 
the right to seek conferees on H.R. 4084 and 
requests your support when such a request is 
made. 

I would appreciate your response con-
firming this understanding with respect to 
H.R. 4084 and ask that a copy of our ex-
change of letters on this matter be included 
in the Congressional Record during consider-
ation of the bill on the House floor. 

Sincerely, 
FRED UPTON, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND 
TECHNOLOGY, 

Washington, DC, February 29, 2016. 
Hon. FRED UPTON, 
Chairman, Committee on Energy and Commerce, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 

letter regarding H.R. 4084, the ‘‘Nuclear En-
ergy Innovation Capabilities Act.’’ Your sup-
port for this legislation and your assistance 
in ensuring its timely consideration are 
greatly appreciated. 

I agree that a provision in the bill is with-
in the jurisdiction of the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. I acknowledge that by 
waiving rights to further consideration of 
H.R. 4084, your Committee is not relin-
quishing its jurisdiction. A copy of our let-
ters will be placed in the Congressional 
Record during consideration of the bill on 
the House floor. 

I value your cooperation and look forward 
to working with you as we move ahead with 
this legislation. 

Sincerely, 
LAMAR SMITH, 

Chairman. 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
urge adoption of this commonsense, bi-
partisan legislation. I appreciate my 
colleagues’ help. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 

4084, the ‘‘Nuclear Energy Innovation Capa-
bilities Act,’’ directs civilian nuclear energy re-
search and development to contribute to 
American nuclear power. 
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I thank the Energy Subcommittee Chairman, 

RANDY WEBER, and Science Committee Rank-
ing Member, EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas, for their leadership on this issue. 

I also want to thank many bipartisan co-
sponsors of the bill, which include Science 
Committee Vice Chairman FRANK LUCAS, Re-
search and Technology Subcommittee Chair-
woman BARBARA COMSTOCK and Sub-
committee Ranking Member DAN LIPINSKI, En-
vironment Subcommittee Chairman JIM 
BRIDENSTINE, Oversight Subcommittee Chair-
man BARRY LOUDERMILK, Space Subcommittee 
Chairman BRIAN BABIN, and full committee 
members DANA ROHRABACHER, ED PERL-
MUTTER, RANDY HULTGREN, PAUL TONKO, 
BRUCE WESTERMAN, STEVE KNIGHT, BILL 
POSEY, and RANDY NEUGEBAUER. 

I am encouraged by the strong bipartisan 
support for the subsequently introduced Sen-
ate version of the Nuclear Energy Innovation 
Capabilities Act, which passed as an amend-
ment to the Energy Policy Modernization Act 
by a vote of 87–4 on the Senate floor in Janu-
ary. 

Advanced nuclear energy technology is the 
best opportunity to make reliable, emission- 
free electricity available throughout the mod-
ern and developing world. 

America must maintain a strong nuclear 
technology sector in order to influence global 
nonproliferation standards. This will help us 
prevent civilian nuclear energy technology 
from being misused for weapons development 
overseas. 

H.R. 4084 harnesses the strengths of the 
Department of Energy (DOE) National Labs, 
universities, and the private sector. It ensures 
that America’s best and brightest minds ad-
vance this groundbreaking science and tech-
nology. 

This legislation provides DOE with the direc-
tion and certainty it needs to develop plans for 
long term research and infrastructure develop-
ment within the Office of Nuclear Energy. 

H.R. 4084 authorizes DOE to take advan-
tage of the National Labs’ supercomputers in 
order to accelerate research for advanced fis-
sion and fusion experimental reactors. This 
program will leverage expertise from the pri-
vate sector, universities, and National Labs. 

The bill provides a clear timeline for DOE to 
complete a research reactor user facility within 
ten years. This research reactor will enable 
proprietary and academic research to develop 
supercomputing models and also design next 
generation nuclear energy technology. 

Finally, H.R. 4084 creates a reliable mecha-
nism for the private sector to partner with DOE 
labs to build fission and fusion prototype reac-
tors at DOE sites. 

Nuclear power has been a proven source of 
safe and emission-free electricity for over half 
a century. Now, America’s strategic invest-
ments in advanced nuclear reactor technology 
can play a more meaningful role to reduce 
global emissions. Unfortunately, the ability to 
move innovative technology to the market has 
been stalled by government red tape. 

By working around these bureaucratic bar-
riers, H.R. 4084 will spur American competi-
tiveness and keep us on the forefront of nu-
clear energy technology. 

This legislation enables our talented engi-
neers in the private sector, academia, and at 
the National Labs to develop the next genera-
tion of nuclear technology here in the United 
States. 

Nuclear energy can be a clean, cheap an-
swer to an energy independent, pro-growth, 
secure future. 

I thank Chairman WEBER and Ranking 
Member JOHNSON of Texas for their work on 
this bill and encourage my colleagues to sup-
port it. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to support H.R. 
4084, the Nuclear Energy Innovation Capabili-
ties Act, which I am very pleased to co-spon-
sor. 

Today, nuclear power plays a vital role in 
providing our country with clean, reliable en-
ergy. Nuclear power is currently the single 
largest carbon-free component of our electrical 
supply. One of my top priorities as a Member 
of Congress is preventing and mitigating the 
potentially devastating impacts of climate 
change. I believe that nuclear power can and 
should play a key role in our efforts to reduce 
the carbon footprint of our electricity sector. 

But there currently are technical, economic, 
and policy challenges that prevent nuclear en-
ergy from playing a larger role in enabling our 
clean energy future. The Nuclear Energy Inno-
vation Capabilities Act takes several positive 
steps to address these challenges. Imple-
menting the provisions in this bill will help ac-
celerate the development of advanced nuclear 
energy technologies that are safer, less ex-
pensive, more efficient, and produce less 
waste than the current generation of nuclear 
reactors. 

While the results of this research will clearly 
benefit the American consumers, it is my hope 
that it will also help spur American industry. 
As the world collectively moves towards 
greenhouse gas reductions, we need to make 
sure that American industry is ready to supply 
the technologies to fuel the world’s low carbon 
future. This bill will help ensure that American 
industry will lead the world in supplying next 
generation nuclear power. 

I would like to express my appreciation for 
the process we followed to put this bill to-
gether. Majority and Minority staff worked 
closely together, from engaging stakeholders 
through crafting and incorporating suggested 
changes to bill language. This is a great ex-
ample of what we can achieve when we leave 
politics at the door and look for common 
ground to address the challenges facing our 
nation’s research enterprise. Specifically, I’d 
like to thank my Texas colleague Mr. WEBER 
for sponsoring this legislation, and my other 
Texas colleague Chairman SMITH for working 
with the Minority to advance this bill. 

I urge my colleagues to support this bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. WEBER) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, H.R. 4084, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

EDWARD ‘‘TED’’ KAUFMAN AND 
MICHAEL LEAVITT PRESI-
DENTIAL TRANSITIONS IM-
PROVEMENTS ACT OF 2015 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 

and pass the bill (S. 1172) to improve 
the process of presidential transition, 
as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 1172 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Edward ‘Ted’ 
Kaufman and Michael Leavitt Presidential 
Transitions Improvements Act of 2015’’. 
SEC. 2. PRESIDENTIAL TRANSITION IMPROVE-

MENTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Presidential Transition 

Act of 1963 (3 U.S.C. 102 note) is amended— 
(1) by redesignating sections 4, 5, and 6 as sec-

tions 5, 6, and 7, respectively; and 
(2) by inserting after section 3 the following: 

‘‘SEC. 4. TRANSITION SERVICES AND ACTIVITIES 
BEFORE ELECTION. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
‘‘(1) the term ‘Administrator’ means the Ad-

ministrator of General Services; 
‘‘(2) the term ‘agency’ means an Executive 

agency, as defined in section 105 of title 5, 
United States Code; 

‘‘(3) the term ‘eligible candidate’ has the 
meaning given that term in section 3(h)(4); and 

‘‘(4) the term ‘Presidential election’ means a 
general election held to determine the electors of 
President and Vice President under section 1 or 
2 of title 3, United States Code. 

‘‘(b) GENERAL DUTIES.—The President shall 
take such actions as the President determines 
necessary and appropriate to plan and coordi-
nate activities by the Executive branch of the 
Federal Government to facilitate an efficient 
transfer of power to a successor President, in-
cluding by— 

‘‘(1) establishing and operating a White House 
transition coordinating council in accordance 
with subsection (d); and 

‘‘(2) establishing and operating an agency 
transition directors council in accordance with 
subsection (e). 

‘‘(c) FEDERAL TRANSITION COORDINATOR.— 
The Administrator shall designate an employee 
of the General Services Administration who is a 
senior career appointee to— 

‘‘(1) carry out the duties and authorities of 
the General Services Administration relating to 
Presidential transitions under this Act or any 
other provision of law; 

‘‘(2) serve as the Federal Transition Coordi-
nator with responsibility for coordinating tran-
sition planning across agencies, including 
through the agency transition directors council 
established under subsection (e); 

‘‘(3) ensure agencies comply with all statutory 
requirements relating to transition planning and 
reporting; and 

‘‘(4) act as a liaison to eligible candidates. 
‘‘(d) WHITE HOUSE TRANSITION COORDINATING 

COUNCIL.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 6 

months before the date of a Presidential elec-
tion, the President shall establish a White 
House transition coordinating council for pur-
poses of facilitating the Presidential transition. 

‘‘(2) DUTIES.—The White House transition co-
ordinating council shall— 

‘‘(A) provide guidance to agencies and the 
Federal Transition Coordinator regarding prep-
arations for the Presidential transition, includ-
ing succession planning and preparation of 
briefing materials; 

‘‘(B) facilitate communication and informa-
tion sharing between the transition representa-
tives of eligible candidates and senior employees 
in agencies and the Executive Office of the 
President; and 

‘‘(C) prepare and host interagency emergency 
preparedness and response exercises. 

‘‘(3) MEMBERSHIP.—The members of the White 
House transition coordinating council shall in-
clude— 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:31 Mar 01, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00026 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 6333 E:\CR\FM\A29FE7.016 H29FEPT1em
cd

on
al

d 
on

 D
S

K
67

Q
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-08-24T11:05:04-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




